
January 20, 1993

Federal Communications Commission
3575 Koger Boulevard
Duluth, Georgia 30136

Gentlemen:

I am writing to complain of the excessive rates
of North DeKalb Cable TV.

We have had our second increase this past year
and I am now paying $28.51 for one cable con
nection, broken down as $27.95 monthly service
and $0.56 franchise fee. So far as service from
them I've had none since the installation 3-1/2
years ago.

I live in a retirement community of about 200
apartments, the place was prewired for cable
and each one of us pay the same fee as a single
family home where , from experience, have found
there is more need for service from the cable
company.

It's impossible to get decent reception without
cable commections and it is one of the few out
side pleasures a good many of we retirees have.
We are all on limited incomes and certainly use
some relief from this gross overcharge.
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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

FEDERAL COMMUNICATfONS COMMISSION
FIELD OPERATIONS BUREAU
3575 Koger Blvd., Suite 320

Duluth, Georgia 30138
404 279-4821

February 3, 1993

Leslie S. Powell
4355 Georgetown Square, No. 335
Dunwoody, GA 30338

Dear Ms. Powell:

TO SPEED OUR REPLY

ADDREl\~~{)

llNl2. \99~
~'{I()ISC()\MISS\ON

FEOE~~ (11\\£~AR'(

come.

We are using this informal way to handle your inquiry and we hope
you agree that a prompt response is more important than formality.

Please refer to the item(s) checked below for your reply.

( ) The enclosed material should give you a better understanding
of the situation.

( ) The information you have requested cannot be handled by this
office. Therefore, it has been directed to the
Secretary, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, DC
20554. Any additional correspondence regarding this matter
should be forwarded directly to that address, attention:

() The information you have requested/provided does not
under the jurisdiction of this agency.

(x) This will acknowledge receipt of your letter. It has been
forwarded to Cable Branch in FCC Headquarters in Washington, D.C.
for an appropriate response. Any further correspondence may be
directed to: FCC

Cable Branch
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

() Your area comes under the jurisdiction of the office. Your
correspondence has been forwarded to that office at the following
address:

(x) Other: We are also enclosing a Cable Fact Sheet on cable rate
regulation published by the Commission which should give a better
understanding of the situation. ..

PUBLIC SERVICE DEPT.

-------
a Z'···",·,
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February 3, 1993

EX PARTE OR LATE FiLED
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

FIELD OPERATIONS BUREAU
3575 Koger Blvd., SuIte 320

DUluth, GeorgIa 30136
404 279-4621

C.B. (Mike) Harreld
5575 Woodsong Dr.
Dunwoody, GA 30338

Dear Mr. Harreld:

TO SPEED OUR REPLY

We are using this informal way to handle your inquiry and we hope
you agree that a prompt response is more important than formality.

Please refer to the item(s) checked below for your reply.

( ) The enclosed material should give you a better understanding
of the situation.

() The information you have requested cannot be handled by this
office. Therefore, it has been directed to the
Secretary, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, DC
20554. Any additional correspondence regarding this matter
should be forwarded directly to that address, attention:

( ) The information you have requested/provided does not . come
under the jurisdiction of this agency.

(x) This will acknowledge receipt of your letter. It has been
forwarded to Cable Branch in FCC Headquarters in Washington, D.C.
for an appropriate response. Any further correspondence may be
directed to: FCC

Cable Branch
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

( ) Your area comes under the jurisdiction of the office. Your
correspondence has been forwarded to that office at the following
address:

(x) Other: We are also enclosing a Cable Fact Sheet on cable rate
regulation published by the Commission which should give a better
understanding of the situation.

PUBLIC SERVICE DEPT.

a R,r,.,n'.T
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EX PAR1'~ OR LATE FILED

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
FIELD OPERATIONS BUREAU
3575 Koger Blvd.. Suite 320

Duluth, Georgia 30136
404 279-4621

February 3, 1993
ADDRESS REPLY TO:

Dear Ms. Berg:

Ms. Peggy Berg
1111 Rosedale Drive
Atlanta, GA 30306

o

DOCKET ~ILE COpy ORIGINAL
RECE\VED

IlWl2 4 \993'.
TO SPEED OUR REPLY ~~~~1~S~

We are using this informal way to handle your inqU~~~~~~ope
you agree that a prompt response is more important than formality.

Please refer to the item(s) checked below for your reply.

( ) The enclosed material should give you a better understanding
of the situation.

( ) The information you have requested cannot be handled by this
office. Therefore, it has been directed to the
Secretary, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, DC
20554. Any additional correspondence regarding this matter
should be forwarded directly to that address, attention:

() The information you have requested/provided does not come
under the jurisdiction of this agency.

(x) This will acknowledge receipt of your letter. It has been
forwarded to Cable Branch in FCC Headquarters in Washington, D.C.
for an appropriate response. Any further correspondence may be
directed to: FCC

Cable Branch
1919 M street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

( ) Your area comes under the jurisdiction of the office. Your
correspondence has been forwarded to that office at the following
address:

(x) Other: We are also enclosing a Cable Fact Sheet on cable rate
regulation published by the Commission which should give a better
understanding of the situation.

PUBLIC SERVICE DEPT.

;','.". rf:;:'G~d-----
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THE HIGHLA 'D GROUP
HOTEL INVESTME ADVISORS

January 14, 1993

Federal Communications Commission
3575 Koger Boulevard
Suite 320
Duluth, Georgia 30136

To Whom It May Concern:

,?EDE1VED
JitN 21 T~93

FCC· ATLANTA, GA.

We just received the revised GCTV rate schedules effective December 1, 1992. We are
good customers of GCTV. We carry many of their stations totaling an expensive package
and pay our bills on time each month.

The rates just went up. While they only went up a few dollars each month, they added a
level of absurdity to already outrageous charges.

This is to voice our strong belief that GCTV cannot be trusted to charge in a reasonable
manner when allowed a monopoly. We cannot state strongly enough our support for
stronger and more effective government control over the rates charged for cable.

Sincerely,

PB/dw

1111 Rosedale Drive
Atlanta, Georgia 30306

(404) 872-4631
F}lX(404)872~103



ADMINISTRATION/ENGINEERING
(707) 961-2823

FItMNCE/WATER WORKS
(707) 961-2825

au ILD INC!PLANN ING
(707) 961-2828

Federal Communications
Commission

Cable TV Branch
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 242
Washington, D.C. 20554

ATTN: Cable Television Division

EX PARTE OR LAT(; ffl{v

City of Fort Bragg
Incorporated August 5, 1889

416 N. Franklin St.
Fort Bragg, Ca 95437

707·961·2825
FAX 707-961-2802

January 22, 1993

The purpose of this letter is to request that the new cable
television regulations now under development by the Federal
Communications Commission specifically provide that the federal
regulations supersede any provision contained in a local ordinance or
franchise document.

When the City of Fort Bragg entered into its franchise agreement in
1985, we included a provision, on the advise of legal counsel, that
states that rates "shall not be regulated". In its 1988 "Second Report
and Order", the FCC provided that local agencies could regulate rates
under certain criteria. The City of Fort Bragg met that criteria and in
1990 the FCC granted the City's petition for authority to regulate rates.

'However, we have been unable to implement the authority granted in
the 1990 ruling due to the inclusion of the "shall not be regulated"
language in the franchise agreement. We are concerned that we will be
unable to implement the new rules unless they specifically supersede
existing local ordinances and contract documents.

The regulations should also clearly define "basic service" in those
areas where no effective competition exists, and should authorize
effective penalties or rebates for periods of interrupted service.

GDM:ps

illiman
nistrator

~.:::>

>i, t;: Ct:,;:,if.;~ i''2,;;<t__O-=__

cc: David Jones, League of California Cities (FAX: 916-444-8671)
City Cable TV Advisory Committee
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EX PARiE OR LAiE F\~ED

CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
CITY HALL

To Whom It May Concern:

3J iirrrby Qlutt!!!. That at a Session of the Common Council of the City of Buffalo, held

in the City Hall, on the. 5th ,. dayof Januarv

19~, a resolution was.AdOPt:~sLI of which the following is a true copy:

RECEIVED

1.24 f993
FEDE~ CCJlIIUMCATI()jS tnlMim

<JFK:c a: THE SEalETARY

No. 135
Pro lest Rale Increue By TCI

(Item No. 157, C.C.P., Dec. 8,1992)

Thai this Common Council formally express its very
strong objeclion to the rale increase recenUy announced by TCI of
New York 10 the New York Slate Commission on Cable Television
and the Federal Communications Commission, and ask those
agencies to report on whether lhe cily has any legal basis upon
which to challenge those increases; and

Thallhis Council direcl its Special CATV Comminee to
hold a hearing to elicit public comment about the rale increase; and

Thai the Cily Clerk forward a certified copy of this
resolulion 10 the New York Slale Commission on Cabie Television.
the Federal CommlXlications Commission, and Tel of New York.

ADOPTED

/
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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

CONTINENTAL CABLEVISION, INC.

THE PILOT HOUSE DOCKET FilE copy ORIG.INAL
LEWIS WHARF

BOSTON.. MASSACHUSETTS 021 10

(617) 742-9500

ROBERT J. SACHS
SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT

CORPO"ATE AND LEGAL AFFAIRS
March 23, 1993

RECE!\fED

MAR 24 1993
FEDERAl. cu.iMUNlCAfiiJIS WI4:.lISSlON

CfFICE lJTHE SECRETARY

James H. Quello, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW
Room 802
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Quello:

Enclosed please find a copy of a letter to
Senator 'Howard Metzenbaum which responds to references
to continental Cablevision that were included in
Senator Metzenbaum's March 19 letter to you.

The apparent source of the misinformation about
continental's rate adjustments in the Dayton, Ohio
area is the Miami Valley Cable Council whtch has
strenuously opposed Continental's decision to itemize
municipal franchise fees. In an effort to avoid
political accountability and deflect public attention
from the fact that Continental pays approximately
$750,000 a year in franchise fees to Dayton area
municipalities, the Miami Valley Cable Council has
launched a public relations campaign which grossly
distorts the effect on consumers of rate restructuring
which Continental announced last Deceaber. A.
indicated in our letter to Senator Metzenbaum, our
Dayton area subscribers will experience an average
increase of 2.6' on their monthly cable bill as a
result of the announced restructuring.

We would be pleased to provide the Co.-ission
with whatever further information the comaission
desire. about our Dayton area rate adjustments and
hope you will not be influenced by the aisleading
intormation that the Miami Valley Cable Council has
generated. Thank you.

Sincerely,

i<' ~L-r :r, J.... (. L..s

cc: Donna Searcy
, {\ ..~
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March 23, 1993

The Honorable Howara M. Metzenbaum
united states Senate
Washinqton, D.C. 20510

"0').....
"---_1·... -'

.. . ..~.-

Dear senator Metzenbaum:

We are in receipt ot your letter dated March 19, 1993 to the
Federal communications Commission ~egardin~, in part, to
Con~inental Cablavision's recent rate ~estructurQ in Greater
Dayton, Ohio. I

recentWashi704rat511,

.....

1ct alin3ter
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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL ~C~\\I~Q
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION~ to \ttl'!!

FIELD OPERATIONS BUREAU !~~ 't ~~
January 11, 1993\\~~~

~~j~'f.}f. ¢'~~'{

~~Ij\~"-

ADDRESS REP!.Y TO'

1200 Communications Circle
Virginia Beach, Virginia 23455

Mr. Nicholas E. Vlaservich
Town Clerk
131 N. Gaston Street
Dallas, NC 28034-1798

we are using this informal way to expedite our response. Please refer
to the i tem(s) checked below.

[] The enclosed material should respond to your inquiry. Any
further questions you may have should be directed to the
above address.

[] The information you have requested cannot be handled by this
office. Therefore, your letter has been directed to the
following address. Any additional corresPondence regarding
this- matter should be forwarded directly to that address.

[)(J Other - Your correspondence has been forwarded to Chief,
Mass Media Bureau, Complaints and Investigations Branch,
Federal Communications Commission, 1919 MStreet, NW,
Washington, D.C. 20554, for an appropriate response.

Sincerely,

~~ --Wo..Uw.v
fJ6\1 J. J. Freeman
a Engineer in Charge

cc : Chief, MMB

Form FO-I002
October 1985
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1:.119 i"l S,tiee,t, i'lorthlNest
Washington, DC 20554
(~ t t n : C ,3 b 1e T\/ i3 i <3, i\ C i-I

James J" f'I1e1
i3 Cn1ter' COUI-t
Sewell,~ NJ ()8080
Home Phone 609-589-9415
(;\I 0 " k P h 0 neb C' '::J - 4 4 1 6 I' ;" ,",

RECEIVED

MAR 241993
FEDERAl. ~WUNiCATI()IS C04MISSION

(lACE OFiHE SECRETARY

In ~~ashinqton Township, (::iloucester I:::ount:y', J'Jnes Intel'cable
offered basic cable approximately 10 years ago for around $6 a
month. It is now :$21 a month.

I subscribed for basic cable and they pi'ovided thei,' cab.le ' ,;0
I could receive all the channels offered throuqh cable. To
eliminate their box 1 purchased a cable ready television and VCR
voith i'emote. This ena,bled me to watch TV IrJithout their bo>< and

tape anothei' p,'O';il-am ,at the 3ame time.

Effective January 31, 1993 Jones Intercable had informed me that
they are realigning thei!' cable channel::,. For me to receive t:'C3
exact same channels I was presently receiving I would now need to
i'etui'n tC) Jones Intercable to pick UD thslr cable bo:>< and
reinstall it in my house at no cost to me.

When I picked up the box, they offered a i'emote control for ;:".3
box at 3. rental fee of $3.95 per month. If I wanted to watch ons
program and videotape another on my VCR I would now have to
purchase an AS Box. I inquii'ed I,\lhether' c:n' not ..3 'jeneric brand_ ~~

,'emote control that was on sale at a local department--coulcJ :::'/0 :c.
operate the cable box. I was informed that lt could. however, if
I pu rchased this remote cont"o] on Iny C)l~i; I ",,,ou] c! have to noti fy
them so thcv could throw a switch at the office. This would
allow me to use my personal remote to operate their box at a cost
of $3.95 per month.

I object to the use of their cable box and remote since I have
already purchased cable ready television and VCR with remote
control.

-------
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Thanklrq you 1n advance for your cooperation.
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMI1OI'U+-r FILEICO~Y'O"',~'I'r'l,.1
FIELD OPERATIONS BUREAU \.IF\c. ' 'r ",,,,V\&,.

Los Angeles Office
18000 Studebaker Rd., Room 660

Cerritos, California 90701

EX PA~nt OR LATE FILED

February 2. 1993

Shirley L. Woolf
502 E. Verdugo Ave., #E
Burbank, CA 91501 RECEIVED

Ml" 24 \993
fEOERAI. C().IMlJNICA11~S ooaAI~

(JflCt OF 1HE SECREURY

TO SPEED OUR REPLY

We are using this informal way to handle your inquiry and we hope
you agree that a prompt response is more important than
formality.

Please refer to the item{s) checked below for your reply:

The enclosed material should adequately respond
to your inquiry. Any further questions you may have
should be directed to the above address.

( X ) The information you have requested cannot be handled by
this office. Therefore, your letter has been directed
to:

Federal Communications Commission
Mass Media Bureau
Cable Television Branch
2025 M Street Stop Code 1800E4
Washington, D.C. 20554

Any additional correspondence regarding this matter
should be forwarded directly to the above address.

( Other -

Very truly yours,

o

d~ ...-6-o~ul[A...Jek"J.---
Engl eer in Charge
FCC - Los Angeles Office

CC: CATV Branch
Stop Code 1800E4



fedelal ~~~~:V~~s Comm

Dt.C 1 ~ '992 502 E. Verdugo Ave., #E
Burbank, CA 91501
December 14, 1992

Cable Company Licensing Division
Federal Communications Comm.
Cerritos Corp. Tower
1800 Studebaker Rd., #660
Cerritos, CA 90701

Re: Sammons Co~munications License

Dear Sirs:

I have a problem with my cable company which they seem
totally uninterested in resolving. Their disinterest and total
arrogance as well as their ineptitude lead me to request that
you look into revoking Sammons' license.

Approximately six months ago, Sammons instituted late
char~es without prior notification to its subscribers. Twice I
paid, each time protesting that this was a change in billing
policy and customers should have been notified in advance. I
received no response to my notes.

On October 29th, because I had received no reply in two
months, I wrote directly to Shirley Orr, the general manager, on
the offchance that she had not seen my prior notes (they accom
panied my checks). I leaned over backwards to give her an
opportunity to answer, but she did not. In my letter, I also
protested the increase Sammons had recently notified us about.
(Obviously they could notify us all right when they wanted to.)
I told Ms. Orr that two other cable companies had recently
LOWERED their monthly fee to $14 because of the recession and
their stated desire to keep customers even in hard times. I
asked her to review my charges, correct my bill, and I would
bring my account up to date. Once more, Ms. Orr completely
ignored my letter and made no attempt to reach me.

Instead, on November 30 she had my cable service cut off at
my house and my daughter was told we would need to pay the dis
puted bill in full plus $30 reconnect ion fee because the service
had been cut off at my house instead of the office.

Every business is entitled to get paid for its services.
Likewise every business, particularly a service business such as
cable, has an obligation to its customers to at least try and
settle whatever dispute exists. Ms. Orr made no attempt whatso
ever to respond to my complaint. Her arrogant behavior and the
ineptness of Sammons day-to-day functioning reveal her unfitness
to hold her present position. She demonstrated this by totally
ignoring a customer's legitimate complaint and, further, by
deliberately shutting off my service not at the office, where it
could be restored almost immediately and at no charge, but at my
horne. Obviously Ms. Orr wished to "punish" me with that $30 re-



3.

disclose that the box is useless for those who don't subscribe
to pay channels, Sammons perpetrates a fraud on the public by
not informing it. The public has a right to this information;
Sammons deliberately does not provide it.

Further, when the Sammons serviceman left me a defective
box and refused to take it with him, that could be construed as
abandonment of property. Yet Sammons has the gall to bill me
$300 for a piece of equipment I didn't ask for in the first
place; didn't need, in the second place; and which their agent
refused to take back, in the third place. This is obviously a
less than completely honest cable company and I would question
whether they deserve their license. I think not.

At this point, I have a choice: either keep the box, on the
basis of "abandonment of property", or send Ms. Orr a storage
bill for the six months I have been forced to store it.

I want this matter resolved. Sammons will not resolve it,
obviously, since Ms. Orr, representing Sammons, had several
opportunities to do so and deliberately did nothing.

My work day is long (in the legal field, they always are)
and I couldn't care less if the TV never was turned on. How
ever, my daughter is a political science major soon to intern in
Washington, D.C. and she needs C-Span and C-Span 2, so this
vengeful, totally unnecessary action on the part of Sammons'
general manager is affecting her grades and her future. I will
NOT permit that. If Sammons wants a lawsuit, I'm not afraid to
oblige. Years ago, I was warned not to take on the phone com
pany (before divestiture), that I could never succeed. I won.
I'm not afraid to go after Sammons.

I ask that you intercede. I want the late fees removed
from my bill, my TV reconnected with no reconnection charge, and
I want Sammons instructed to treat its customers properly. I
also want a letter of apology from Ms. Orr. It will probably
kill her to do it, but that's okay with me. She had no right to
do what she did. She certainly does not deserve her job, but
that is a different battle and I will take that up with the
appropriate people at Sammons.

I want swift action on this matter. I will have no hesita
tion to file a class action suit against Sammons. I also have
no doubt that a little publicity will bring forth many more
horror stories about this cable company.

And finally, I suggest, since Congress has mandated changes
in the cable industry, that you pass my letter on to the appro
priate committee and have them require cable companies to offer
the two-level structure of fees, i.e., with the box or without
the box, with clear options laid out so customers have a basis
for making intelligent choices.
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TELEPHONE 14191 682-2191

Federal Communication Commission

1919 M. Street N.W.

Washington D.C. 20554

ATTN:



We're taking television
into tomorrow.

TCI Cablevision of
Northwestern Ohio

November 17, 1992

The Honorable Lauren Calvin
P.O. Box 404
Stryker, OH 43557

Dear Mayor Calvin:

On January 1, 1993, TCI Cablevision of Northwestern Ohio will increase its
rates for Basic Service, Expanded Basic and HBO. The amount of the increase
is comparable to the increase in the cost of living over the past year,
plus increases in programming costs. Attached is a copy of the bill insert
to our customers, who will be notified by December 1.

The adjustment offsets increased cost of technical equipment, salaries for
our 32 employees in the Northwestern Ohio area, and for increases in program
fees that we pay to many networks we carryon the system.

As you may know, on October 5, Congress passed cable legislation which,
among other items, provides for local rate regulation. However, the rate
regulation provisions of the '92 Cable Act do not become effective until
April 3, 1993. Prior to that date, the current law, the rate regulation
provision in the 1984 Cable Act, still applies. Also by April 3, the FCC
must adopt procedures to implement rate regUlation. While we do not know
what criteria will be adopted by the FCC, the Cable Act did give the FCC
a few guidelines. Our rate increase is consistent with these guidelines
-- it is reasonable in that it reflects the cost of living index and the
increases in fees from our program suppliers.

Most of the provisions of the new law will not take effect until 1993 (please
refer to the attached timetable). Many standards must be set by the FCC.
TCI Cablevision of Northwestern Ohio intends to abide by the provisions
of the law; in fact, we are in compliance with several already. As the
process of regulating the industry unfolds over the next several months,
we will keep you fully updated.

At this point, however, we have little additional information. I would
be happy to meet with you at your convenience to answer what questions I
can, and to provide you with what materials I do have available. Please
call me with any questions or comments that you may have.

Michael H. Costanzo
General Manager

MHC!dms

324 Paige St.
P.O. Box 351
Bryan. Ohio 43506
1419) 636-5636
1-800-843-5966
Fax (419) 636-3668

An Equal Opportunity Employer



Cable Is Still A Great Buy

Cable Television is one of the best entertainment values your money can buy.

As a valued customer, we want to inform you of some changes to your cable
service. In 1992, our costs for programming, technology, and general operating
expenses have risen more than the increase in the cost of living. In 1993, we
are adjusting our rates by the national cost of living index, plus cost increases
from program suppliers. This will enable us to continue bringing you the
quality service and entertainment you value. Listed below are the new rates and
their effective date.

As you may know, Congress recently adopted legislation which extends greater
regulation over cable television rate.c;. The Federal Communications Commis
sion is expected to adopt rate regulation guidelines and rules by mid-1993.
Based on current information, we believe the rate adjustments we are making
are consistent with the provisions of the new law.

We regret we cannot yet answer all of your questions on the new legislation
until the FCC acts. We are committed to complying with the new rule.c; - and
doing all we can to make cable television programming and service even better.

1993 Cable TV Monthly
Rate Highlights

(effective with your January '93 bill):

• The new monthly rate for Basic Service will be $17.82.

• The new monthly rate for Expanded Basic Service will be $2.45.

• HBO will increase 45C (applies to package prices and single purchase).

• The rates for other services will not change at this time.

TCI Cablevision of Northwestern Ohio
636-5636 or 1-800-843-5966

Pricing, programming. and packages are auhject to change.
Applicable franchi.e fee••nd taxea will apply.
818: 01-18,21-23,25,27,29,31,32

•
AR037
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City of Sikeston

Ql-1.bb

December 18, 1992

Honorable Alfred C. Sikes
Chairman
Federal Communications Committee
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: Cable Rate Increase

Dear Mr. Sikes:

RECEIVED

lilA 24\995
fEOEIW. CCl'MuNlCAiI~S (XJ.IMlSSlON

(JfICE(f THE SECREfARY

In November of this year the City of Sikeston was notified by the
City's cable provider, Falcon Cable TV Company, of a proposed 11%
rate increase scheduled to take effect in January, 1993. When our
City Council requested an explanation of this rate increase, which
is not a result of new or additional services, the local manager
would not (or could not) present justification of the local
franchise's' rate increase.

As a direct result of this failure to provide adequate explanation,
the Sikeston City Council passed the enclosed Resolution calling
for !t'alcon Cable TV's reconsideration of the rate increase and
notifying the company of the Council's intention to seek
certification for the purposes of regulating the operation of cable
services within our city limits.

Our Council would like to request your assistance in monitoring
actions such as those being exhibited by Falcon Cable TV and to
keep them under consideration when establishing the rate rollbacks
of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of
1992.

Si~ •.

Stephen J. Borgsmiller,
City Manager

enclosure

pc: Falcon Cable TV Company
Sen. JohnC. Danforth
Sen. Christopher S. Bond
Rep. Bill Emerson

105 East Center Street •• Sikeston, Missouri 63801

o



RESOLUTION 92-12-01

A RESOLUTION PROTESTING A PROPOSED CABLE TV RATE INCREASE, TO THE
CITIZENS OF THE CITY OF SIKESTON, BY FALCON CABLE TV COMPANY, AND
REQUESTING POSTPONEMENT OF THIS RATE INCREASE UNTIL THE RELEASE OF
THE 1992 CABLE ACT GUIDELINES.

WHEREAS, the Congress of the United States did pass into law the
1992 Cable Bill, instructing, among other things the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) to promulgate regulations to
provide for the regulation of service and rates by Cable Companies,
and

WHEREAS, the City of Sikeston fully intends to seek certification
for the purposes of regulating the operation of cable service
within the city limits of Sikeston, and

WHEREAS, the Falcon TV Cable Company has announced a rate
increase, following the passage of this legislation, but prior to
the effective date of these regulations, and

WHEREAS, the rate increase for Antenna Basic and Basic Tier service
is equal to 11 % which is significantly higher than the rate of
inflation, but without any corresponding increase in service for
the subscribers of this cable system, and

WHEREAS, this proposed action by Falcon Cable TV Company appears
ambiguous in regard to the operation of the local franchise.

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF SIKESTON,
MISSOURI AS FOLLOWS:

That the City of Sikeston requests the thoughtful reconsideration
of this rate adjustment by Falcon Cable TV, and that they postpone
implementation of this increase until such time as the regulations
of the new law shall take effect, and then only within the confines
of the guidelines and consideration set forth in FCC regulation
developed pursuant to the 1992 Cable Bill.

Executed at the order of the City Council; Terry Bryant, Charles
Leible, Marion Thompson, Mi~ Moll and Josh Bill, Councilmen, in
regular convention, this 16th day of December, 1992.

Read this 16th day of December, 1992, discussed and approved.

Carroll Couch, City Clerk

ATTEST:
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March 19, 1993"''''C'Hl '.0 ,;/.

RECEIVED.= - ..... a =- _

RECEIVED The Cit~i:~~g:~::ceGeor~~_~...~.~ETCE~T
M;~R 23 1993 -

RECE\V
MNl2 4 \993
AnUlIlIMlClt1ICMS~

RE: Ex Parte Presentation in MM Docket No. 92-2E§~OfWE~a~~
CABLE RATE REGULATION ~r~

Dear Chairman Quello:

The city of Newnan supports the suggestions and
concerns raised by the National League of Cities, the
National Association of Telecommunications Officers &
Advisors, the U.s. Conference of Mayors and the National
Association of Counties ("Local Governments") in their
Comments and Reply Comments filed in this Docket.

We specifically ask the Commission to support a
simple certification process for rate regulation at the
local level.

We urge the Commission to adopt realistic "cost per
channel" benchmarks based on rates in those areas where
there is true head to head competition between multi
channel video programming distributors. We support a
benchmark rate of 34 cents per channel proposed by "Local
Governments".

We hope the Commission will also allow local
jurisdictions to work in partnership with the Commission
on the review and regulation of rates for cable
programming services.

25 Jefferson Street· P. O. Box 1193· Newnan, Georgia 30264
(404) 253-2682· Facsimile 404-254-2353



Hon. James H. Quello
March 19, 1993
Page Two

In accordance with the Commission's rules regarding
written ex parte presentations, two copies of this letter
are being filed with the Commission's Secretary, as
required under 47 C. F. R. section 1.1206. I have enclosed
a copy of this notification letter for your files.

Respectfully submitted,

-4 . /'///,-/ ~ ~UL/
:/~/

Richard A. Bolin,
City Manager
City of Newnan

RAB/atp
Enclosure: Ex Parte Notification Letter

cc: Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

Hon. James H. Quello,
Acting Chairman
Federal Communications commission
1919 M Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20554
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March 19, 1993

The City of Newnan, Georg a C-tlll~!~~~l
City Manager's Office , • .:

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

RE: Ex Parte Presentation in MM Docket

Dear Ms. Searcy:

f-1ECEIVED
M.l'i 23 1993

In accordance with the Commission's ex parte rule,
47 C.F.R. 1.1206, this letter is being filed in Docket
No. 92-266 as notification that I have written a letter
to Commissioner Barrett, Commissioner Duggan, and Acting
Chairman Quello as an ex parte presentation expressing
the concerns and views of the city of Newnan, Georgia, in
the matter of cable rate regulation.

Enclosed are two copies of the letters to the
Commissioners for inclusion in the pUblic record of
Docket No. 92-266.

RAB/atp
Enclosure: Letters to Acting Chairman and Commissioners

(two copies)
cc: Hon. James H. Quello

Hon. Ervin S. Duggan
Hon. Andrew C. Barrett

Ms. Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1919 M Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

25 Jefferson Street· P. o. Box 1193· Newnan, Georgia 30264
(404) 253-2682 • Facsimile 404-254-2353



ALDERMEN:

FRANK J HOLLAND

GEORGE H. JAGGERS. JR.

Mayor Coleen H. Cloninger

December 16, 1992

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

«fioftnt of !lalIas
EST.1863 DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

A€C€/V€O

...-FEO£fiAJ.~
~~~TJavs~.,..._

THE~Ei~

Mr. J.J. Freeman, Director
Federal Communications Commission
Fields Operation Bureau
Norfolk Office
FCC Building
1200 Communications Circle
Virginia Beach, VA 23455

ALDERMEN:

TOMMYL.CLlNE
POLiE Q. CLONINGER. JR.

KENNETH R. HAYES

Re: Cencom Cable Television Co.
1804-J Colonial Villag~

Lincolnton, NC 28092
(704) 735-9065

Dear Mr. Freeman:

At the December 8, 1992, meeting of the Board of Aldermen
of the Town of Dallas, I was instructed to write you to let
you know of our Board's and community's concern regarding the
constant rate increases and the quality of service we receive
from CenCom Cable Television Co. This company has 653 in the
corporate limits of Dallas and is the only cable television
company that serves our citizens.

z
egulation, oqx fiiard. .:-:> -'"T

m~tter, especial~y

ules for the ne~ f~ral

Since Cencom purchased the franchise from another company,
we have nearly seen annual increas Effective January 1,
1993, we will experience yet ano increase for the basic
33 channel service which will i e from $23.95 to $25.95.
Our Board and community feel tha se rates cannot be justified
especially since customers in su ging areas who are on
different cablevis are pa :a

Since there
felt that you sh&
since you are in
law.

131 N. Gaston Street. Dallas. North Carolina 28034-1798. Telephone 704-922-3176


